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Application/Control Number: 10/612,362 
Art Unit: 3609 

DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1 . This action is in reply to the application filed on 07/01/2003. 

2. Claims 1-21 are currently pending and have been examined. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
. claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claim 19 

The claims recites the limitation, "...that likely correspond to at least some of the following...". 
The examiner is unable to determine the metes and bounds of this limitation therefore rendering the 
scope of the claim, indeterminate. The examiner will interpret this limitation as, that correspond to at least 
one of the following. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

* 

V 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

* 

6. Claims 8 ? 13-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Krouse et at, US 
Patent No 6,097,834. 

As per claim 8 

Krouse teaches: 

A mechanism adapted to assign a type from a set of types to each of a plurality of images, 
wherein the plurality of images comprises images of accounts payable documents (see at least 
column 12, lines 38-62; column 2, lines 63-67) 

A first unit adapted to process images of a first type (see at least column 12, lines 38-62) 

A second unit adapted to process images of a second type wherein the second type is not the 

first type (see at least column 12, lines 38-62) 

A routing unit adapted to route images assigned the first type to the first processing unit and 
images assigned the second type to the second processing unit (see at least column 7, lines 7- 
31) 
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As per claim 13 
Krouse teaches: 

Obtaining an image of a document, assigning a type to the image, and processing the image 
based on the type assigned to it (see at least column 7, lines 32-67) 

As per claims 14-16 

Krouse teaches the method of claim 13, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein the type assigned is determined at least in part by the dimensions of the document (see 
at least column 7, lines 32-67) 

Wherein the type assigned is determined at least by identifying a trademark that is part of the 



-. Comprising obtaining images of a plurality of documents, assigning a type to each of the plurality 
of images, and processing each of the plurality of images based on the type assigned to it (see at 

♦ 

least column 7, lines 32-67; column 2, lines 63-67) 

As per claims 17, 21 

Krouse teaches the method of claim 16, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein the plurality of documents comprise at least some checks and at least some invoices 
(see at least column 1, lines 6-27) 

Processing each of the plurality of images results in an automated accounting system being 
updated to include data obtained from each of the at least some checks and at least some 
invoices (see at least column 7, lines 7-30) 
- Wherein processing each of the plurality of images comprises obtaining at least one additional 
image of the document for at least some document types (see at least column 7, lines 27-31 ) 



image (see at least column 7, lines 32-67) 
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As per claim 18 

Krouse teaches the method of claim 17, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein a single check type is assigned to each image of a plurality of images of received 
checks, and the check type is assigned at least in part based on dimensions of the document 
being imaged (see at least column 7, lines 32-67) 

As per claim 19 

Krouse teaches the method of claim 18, as described above. 

* 

Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein the check type is assigned at least in part based on identifying portions of the image that 
likely correspond to at least some of the following: a check number, a bar code, the text "pay to 
the order of, a signature, a payee, a date, and a payment amount (see at least column 7, lines 
32-67) 

As per claim 20 

Krouse teaches the method of claim 19, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

* 

Wherein the value of a portion of the bar code is determined to correspond to a value used to 
identify a known financial institution as part of the process of assigning a type to the document 
image (see at least column 7, lines 32-67) 



Application/Control Number: 10/612,362 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3609 

Claim Rejection - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

■ 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

8. Claims 1-7, 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krouse, in view 
of, Guzelsu, US Patent No. 6,381,587 B1. 

As per claim 1 

Krouse teaches: 

Obtaining an image of each of a plurality of accounts payable documents (see at least column 2, 
lines 63-67) 

Processing the images to extract data from them (see at least column 2, lines 63-67) 
Issuing payment for reconciled purchases (see at least column 3, lines 1-6) 

Krouse does not teach: 

Processing the extracted data to reconcile purchases 

Guzelsu teaches: 

Processing the extracted data to reconcile purchases (see at least column 2, lines 53-63) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the teachings of Krouse to include the teachings of Guzelsu. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable system, capable of 
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♦ * 

uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at least Guzelsu column 
3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 2 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 1, as described above. 
Krouse does not teach: 

Processing the extracted data to reconcile items billed for with items ordered and delivered 
Guzelsu teaches: 

Processing the extracted data to reconcile items billed for with items ordered and delivered (see 
at least column 2, lines 53-63) 

■ 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the inventiorft^moclify 
the teachings of Krouse to include the teachings of Guzelsu. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable system, capable of 
uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at least Guzelsu column 
3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 3 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 2, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

An accounts payable system adaptable to many different types of financial documents, including 
accounts payable documents (see at least column 1 , lines 7-27) 
Krouse does not explicitly teach: 

Wherein the accounts payable documents comprise a least one of each of a purchase order, a 
shipping invoice, and a billing invoice 
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The examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE that purchase orders, shipping invoices, and billing 
invoices are well-known types of accounts payable documents that would routinely be used in such a 
system, as taught by Krouse. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the teachings of Krouse to explicitly state these teachings. One would have 
been motivated to do so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable 
system, capable of uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at 
least Guzelsu column 3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 4 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 3, as described above. 
Krouse does not teach: 

Wherein the accounts payable documents comprise at least one of each of a credit memo and a 
debit memo 
Guzelsu teaches: 

Wherein the accounts payable documents comprise at least one of each of a credit memo and a 
debit memo (see at least column 2, lines 11-15) 

r ■ 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the teachings of Krouse to include the teachings of Guzelsu. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable system, capable of 
uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at least Guzelsu column 
3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 5 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 4, as described above. 
Krouse does not teach: 

Generating a report of non-reconciled events 
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Guzeisu teaches: 

Generating a report of non-reconciled events (see at least column 9, lines 44-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the teachings of Krouse to include the teachings of Guzeisu. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable system, capable of 

* 

4 

uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at least Guzeisu column 
3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 6 

Krouse, in view of Guzeisu, teaches the method of claim 5, as described above. 

* ■ 

Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein issuing payment comprises printing a check (see at least column 11, lines 43-56) 

As per claim 7 

Krouse, in view of Guzeisu, teaches the method of claim 1, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

Wherein the images of each of at least two documents are part of an image showing all of the at 
least two documents (see at least column 1 1 , lines 56-67) 

As per claim 9 

Krouse, in view of Guzeisu, teaches the method of claim 8, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

An accounts payable system adaptable to many different types of financial documents, including 
accounts payable documents (see at least column 1, lines 7-27) 
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Krouse does not teach: x 

Wherein the images comprise images of at least two of the following: purchase orders, shipping 
invoices, billing invoices, credit memos, and debit memos 
Cuzelsu teaches: 

Wherein the images comprise images of at least two of the following: purchase orders, shipping 
invoices, billing invoices, credit memos, and debit memos (see at least column 2, lines 11-15) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
the teachings of Krouse to include the teachings of Guzelsu. One would have been motivated to do 
so in order to provide an automatic reconciliation, in an accounts payable system, capable of 
uncovering discrepancies between line item totals and invoice amounts (see at least Guzelsu column 
3, lines 29-45). 

As per claim 10 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 9, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

A unit adapted to accept documents for imaging and to obtain the plurality of images by obtaining 
images of any accepted documents (see at least column 12, lines 38-52) 

As per claim 11 

Krouse, in view of Guzelsu, teaches the method of claim 10, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

A document sorting unit adapted to sort received documents based on the types assigned to the 

document images (see at least column 7, lines 32-67) 
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As per claim 12 

Krouse, in view ofGuzelsu, teaches the method of claim 10, as described above. 
Krouse further teaches: 

A document marking unit adapted to mark each of the received documents with a mark 
corresponding to the type assigned to an image of the document (see at least column 7, lines 32- 
67) 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Thomas M. Hammond III whose telephone number is 571-270-1829. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 7AM - 5PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
James Reagan can be reached on 571-272-6710. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be. obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
. you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 





Thomas M Hammond III 



Patent Examiner 



Art Unit 3691 



07-16-07 



